IN the first place I wish to be allowed to express my appreciation of the great honour you have done me in electing me as the first veterinary surgeon to occupy the Presidential Chair; and I promise that no effort on my part shall be spared to help forward the study of the comparative aspect of disease and to keep together the " entente cordiale " spirit which at present exists between the latest offspring of the Royal Society of Medicine-the Section of Comparative Medicine-and the other branches of its distinguished family. I do not look upon it so much as a personal honour as a courteous acknowledgment to the veterinary profession; for, through the idea of the Comparative Section, the way has been paved whereby Members and Fellows of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons can belong to (and obtain the full privileges of) this great Society, which is one of the largest and most broad-minded in its views of all the medical societies in the worldthe access to whose library of over 100,000 volumes alone will save more to a reading man in one month than the cost of his subscription.
I think that the beginning which we have made here in this magnificent and well equipped building, of forming a Section in which those who make their life's study the diseases of the animal kingdom can meet and discuss disease problems with those whose lives are -equally busily occupied with human disease problems-and vice versa -will have such far-reaching effects that in the future we shall wonder how we existed so long apart.
That this idea of an " entente cordiale " between the two branches of medicine has " caught on " is already proved by the successful meetings which we have held during the past session-and by the meetings which have already begun to be held in other parts of the country-dealing with analogies between the diseases of animals and those of man.
So far as I am aware the notion of the formation of a Comparative Section of the Royal Society of Medicine, which would take within its embraces all who desire to study the relationship existing between the diseases of animals and man, really originated in 1921, when I approached the courteous and indefatigable Secretary of the Society, Sir John MacAlister, with the support of those two great friends of the veterinary profession and former lecturers in the Royal Veterinary College, Sir John Bland-Sutton (who was then President of the Society) and Sir D'Arcy Power. I was not then aware that Sir Clifford Allbutt had had a somewhat similar scheme in hand some years before, but as soon as I knew I approached him, and he at once accorded it his unstinted support, as also did the late President of the Society, Sir William Hale-White.
I personally wrote to some 300 members of the medical and veterinary professions, and the replies I received were most enthusiastic and encouraging in support of the proposal. A preliminary meeting was held, with the ultimate result that a scheme, putting forward the proposal for the formation of such a Section, was adopted at a General Meeting of Fellows on June 19, 1923, the first inaugural meeting being held on July 6. At the present moment we have a total of 191 members, of whom 127 practise the human branch of medicine, and 64 are veterinarians.
In order to try to find a suitable name for the Section a plFbiscite was taken of all those who had displayed interest in its formation and welfare. The votes received in response wavered between the adoption of " Comparative Medicine " and " Comparative Pathology," whilst some correspondents favoured a combination of the two names uuder the compound title of " Comparative Medicine and Pathology."
Eventually the title of " Comparative Medicine " was selected, and personally I was glad, for this heading gives a latitude which covers everything pertaining to the diseases of the human and animal worlds, whilst it also embraces those of fish, insects and plants. The word "veterinary'" had been suggested, but this term was carefully avoided, as it would have savoured too much of the " water-tight compartment," and for anyone who wishes to discuss the medicine and pathology of animal diseases per se, there is ample field in the twenty-two branches of the National Veterinary Medical Association, whose ramifications extend throughout Great Britain, Ireland and the Colonies.
We have made a good beginning, and the past session has been quite a successful one. In addition to the stirring Presidential Address of the Rt. Hon. Sir Clifford Allbutt, we have had papers from the following gentlemen:
Mr. Hobday: Cryptorchidism in animals and man. Dr. S. G. Billington: Some unusual methods of culturing the blood, with special refereince to distemper.
Professor E. Mellanby: Diseases of nutrition in animals. Dr. T. W. M. Cameron: The pig and human diseases.
Dr. N. S. Lucas: A comparison of the pathology of captive animals with that of man. Dr. F. E. Crew: Achondroplasia in man and animals with special reference to the "bulldog " calf. All have been enthusiastically discussed; while for the forthcoming session the offers already made show that we shall have no lack of essayists and interesting subjects.
By the rules of the Section the President must be alternately a member of the medical profession on one occasion and a member of the veterinary profession on the next, and the President can hold office for two consecutive years. Half the Vice-Presidents hold medical, and the other half veterinary, qualifications; and the Council is built up in the same way: whilst the Secretaries are chosen similarly. You will thus see that the intention is to give the utmost facilities for a meeting on common ground of students of the two branches of medicine, the human and the veterinary. The ground to be covered is enormous and it is boped that the benefit will be mutual, for there are numerous diseases intercommunicable between animals and man, many which are analogous, and many which show totally different methods of manifestation; the contrasts of the latter being not only between man and animals but between the different varieties of animals themselves.
As illustration of the intercommunicable diseases in this country alone, one has only to mention amongst the common maladies: Glanders, tuberculosis, anthrax rabies, mange, ringworm and trichinosis; while amongst important matter which can be studied on analogous lines we have, as illustrations, such diseases as influenza, pneumonia, tetanus, internal parasitic infections, diabetes, cystitis, pyorrhcea, dental caries, very many surgical operations, the formation of cancerous and other tumours, and a host of other subjects too numerous to mention. Abroad we have the study of tryDanosomiasis, piroplasmosis, and other diseases of which we shall hear from Mr. Montgomery to-night. As an instance of one pathogenic micro-organism showing a startling difference in its power of infecting some species and failing to infect others, we have the great and fatal virulence of the ravages of the Bacillus mallei for man and the horse tribe, and the immunity possessed by the ox. Per contra, there is the extreme sensitiveness of the ruminant and pig tribes to foot and mouth disease and the comparative insensitiveness to it of the horse and ass. The comparative immunity of the dog to anthrax, too, as compared with the extreme fatality of this disease when attacking other animals, is another instance which requires explanation.
That there must be reasons for all these things is very obvious, for Nature never does anything without a reason, and it is by a more complete knowledge of the comparative aspects, such as we hope to obtain by a combined and mutual study, that we shall make further and substantial progress in the fight against disease.
It now remains for us, the Members of the Section of Comparative Medicine, to prove our value, and to show that the trust put in us by the Council of the Royal Society of Medicine, by adding our name to their already specialized and lengthy list, has not been misplaced. This we can certainly do if only we will take up our responsibility individually and seriously, by contributing original work to the papers and discussions both of our own and other Sections, and thus "do our bit " to prove that the two branches of medicine, human and veterinary, can mutually assist one another. These two branches have the same original stock and origin and must absolutely pull together; and not be selfish or work in separate water-tight compartments.
There is comparative work to be done in every Section, and in each much can be mutually learned by comparison between the method of working which leads to the desired successful result respectively in the man or the animal, and between the symptoms caused by the same disease in each variety of patient. Flesh is flesh, whether of the high or the low animal, and disease is a common enemy to be attacked by all of us in our own special way according to the opportunities which experience presents to us individually and collectively. The foundation of our present position in the administration of anaesthetics, the splendid safety of our present day surgery, the study of therapeutics and pathology, even medicine itself, all had the principal part of their pioneer work done upon animal patients before being applied to humans.
Epidemiology, tropical and war diseases, the study of clinical cases and of dermatology; of neurology, laryngology, ophthalmology, odontology and otology; of obstetrics, urology and in fact every sub-division or Section of the Royal Society of Medicine-not even omitting psychiatry-can learn something from the comparative side-and who is so competent to put this forward as the trained and observant veterinarian ? My experience has always been that one's views are always listened to with the utmost courtesy, and the presence of a Member of another Section is always welcomed. I mention this to encourage members of my own profession to go and attend the meetings of other Sections whenever there is anything to interest them, and because I know that in the past they have been unnecessarily diffident about so doing.
